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Gautho, Julia

From: James Weller <jweller@cruzio.com>
Sent: Saturday, March 8, 2025 5:23 PM
To: Clarke, Joe; City Council; Pedersen, Alexander; Gerry Jensen; Margaux Morgan; Melinda 

Orbach
Cc: Goldstein, Jamie (jgoldstein@ci.capitola.ca.us); Kahn, Jessica; 

Robert.Tidmore@santacruzcounty.us; gblakeslee@sccrtc.org; Regional Transportation 
Commission

Subject: [PDF] Commentary re: Park Avenue coastal rail trail alignment
Attachments: PARK AVENUE RAIL TRAIL LETTER 030825.docx; 059m35.pdf

Councilmembers, City Manager, and Public Works Director:  
 
Please read and consider my comments attached, as you prepare to deal with this issue.  
 
Best regards, 
 
Jim Weller 
1970 46th Avenue, Capitola 
510-325-1361 (cell phone) 
 



TO:  Capitola City Councilmembers, City Manager, Public Works Director 

FROM:  Jim Weller, 1970 46th Avenue, Capitola 

Re:  SCCRTC plan for the coastal rail trail alongside Park Avenue. 

It consternates me that there is such entrenched opposition to this proposed public works 
project. The proposal promises a major public active transportation improvement, to be 
completed soon and at no cost to the City. Really now, what’s not to like about this?  

It’s a WIN-WIN-WIN proposition. 

I prefer Option A, but either Option A or Option B as proposed would (1) increase public 
traƯic safety; would (2) improve public accessibility for pedestrians and cyclists; and would 
(3) cost the City of Capitola nothing, ever. 

The proposal would accomplish traƯic calming and safety improvements already planned 
and funded by the City, but would be instead paid for with RTC funds, thereby saving 
Capitola some $80,000 allocated for work on Park Avenue. All the work would be funded by 
the RTC and designed and directed by the County Department of Community Development 
and Infrastructure. The City would have no maintenance responsibility for the coastal rail 
trail, not ever. This project would, in eƯect, be a realignment of the planned RTC rail trail 
from the southern side of the railroad corridor to the northern side. 

Despite the hollow threat of a lawsuit, the project would not run afoul of Measure L for 
several reasons.  

The purpose of Measure L was to “improve safety and reduce traƯic . . . while protecting the 
Capitola Trestle.” The findings spelled out in the measure were all about “the historic 
Capitola Trestle . . . [and a] detour from the Trestle through Capitola Village . . . onto bike 
lanes and sidewalks in the local Capitola street network and across the Stockton Avenue 
Bridge.” Clearly, the concern had to do with Capitola Village streets and sidewalks, not Park 
Avenue or anywhere else in Capitola outside the Village. 

The only definite provision in Measure L constraining action by the City was: “No city . . . 
department, agency or employee shall expend any funds or resources related to the 
construction, reconstruction, operation, maintenance, financing, marketing, or signage for 
a detour of the Trail onto Capitola streets or sidewalks.”  

The Park Avenue coastal rail trail alignment project would not involve any City funding or 
expenditures. Some may complain that the time City staƯ has devoted to coordinating with 
the County and the RTC concerning this project counts as “resources,” but staƯ time is 
paid for in salaries, not per task, so there will be no expenditures of time and eƯort that 



wouldn’t have been devoted to something else otherwise. Moreover, this project is not a 
“detour,” and it’s not “onto” any streets or sidewalks. 

Even if one were to stretch the ambit of Measure L to encompass the whole Capitola 
incorporated area, including areas west of Soquel Creek and east of Monterey Avenue/Bay 
Avenue, the present RTC coastal rail trail plan won’t involve any kind of “construction, 
reconstruction, operation, maintenance, financing, marketing, or signage” done or paid for 
by the City under any possible scenario. All of it will be RTC work. 

Furthermore, the proposed 12-foot wide coastal rail trail alignment alongside Park Avenue 
will not be on or in Park Avenue. It would be aligned along the presently existing bike lane 
on the southerly side of Park Avenue, mostly within the RTC-owned railroad corridor and 
only partly within the 40-foot wide original Park Avenue street right of way. The presently 
existing unpaved shoulder area and the eucalyptus trees on the south side of the street are 
within the boundary of the railroad corridor land owned by the RTC. 

Park Avenue is apparently a city street. Interestingly though, it appears that the Park Avenue 
land title – the street corridor – is vested in the State of California. It was originally granted 
in 1933 by the former land owners, Fred D. Hihn, JeƯfie Hihn, and Minnie Hihn, to the 
California State Park Commission, for state park purposes, along with the land comprising 
New Brighton Beach State Park.  

According to that 1933 deed, Park Avenue was “to be used as a public road.” It was 
dedicated to public use as the state park access road. In 1945, the state park road was 
realigned and accordingly, Southern Pacific Railroad Company granted to the State of 
California 1.29 acres of its adjoining land, comprising the present 40-foot width of Park 
Avenue, from Cabrillo Street to Coronado Street. I found no indication that the Sate of 
California ever relinquished its Park Avenue title to the City of Capitola, which was 
incorporated in 1949. 

In 1962, a 10.73-foot widening strip of land on the northern side of Park Avenue, between 
Cabrillo Street and Coronado Street, was granted to the City of Capitola. 

I can provide all the documentation supporting those findings. A copy of the 1973 survey 
map of Park Avenue is attached for reference. 

JW 

 




